Interview Summary 



Application No. 


Applicant(s) 1 


09/880,876 


HIRANOETAL 


Examin r 


Art Unit 




D. R. Wilson 


1713 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) D.R. Wilson . (3) 

(2) Mr. Burton Amernick . (4) 
Date of Interview: 04 March 2003 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)E applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)M No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Clairh(s) discussed: 1.4.6 and 8-10 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: JP'528 . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)M was not reached. h)D N/A. 

?*o^ C( ; ° f lnte ™ ew includin 9 description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet a «*ii«*iewiieni 



was 



(A fuller description if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 

^ a , 6 ' mUSt be attaChed " AIS °' Where n ° of the ^endments that would renderThe c a7m S 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

^S^SS^'ISlL'f PI : Y T ? ™ E LAST ° FFICE ACTI0N MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
?,w!?™- (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed APPL^ANTIS 

PNTERV?EW FR0M ^ ' NT h EF ; V,EW DATE T ° RLE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANC^ i OF THE 

rERVIEW - See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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^nmmary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
■ * * * Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview « 
warranting favorable acton must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as 13 2) 

.... . ^ . 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 



inrnmni B J^h^ , th T P T* and T^"? 3 * office cann °' * based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

555Z^2STi: S^of^nSr examiner ' s responsibilrty t0 see that such a record is made and t0 C ° ;S ^^ST 

-viewb^^ 

o* ZT a »£7» r ln,ervlew r K ? rda,i0n !' S °^T iSe pr0Vided for in Section 81 ™ Manual of Patent ExaminK PrccVdu e or S 
subS £ » ° r Unreadabl ? ""P* ' n xtions °r <he like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below Where the 

substance of an nterview ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is requfred 

"Contents" «r S "! ^ b<S 9i ?" ™ a PP ro P riate P °P* No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

Contents section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or aaenO at the 
SlSSE ^ eW ' " t G C , aSe ° f 3 te ' eph0ne ° r vid ^°n^rence interview, the copy is mailed the SpSfsZSAS^l address 
2SnS^LT,^ t t ne p 1 ° ffiC ^ t ;°T mUni< ; ati0n - ' f addiU0nal corres P°"dence from the examiner is not likely before an a owance or if oSe 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^Jr n h^ ati rf Whether T agre ! ment was reached and if s °- a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

nlulT^ »** N ° te: A ^ent as to allowability is tentative and does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

^ThrilfH P r° P % T ° rd f °/ 016 substance of an V inlerview sh ^'d include at least the following applicable items- 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> ZSSSXX^^ « 3 SUbStantiVe n *" *«— • *~ - *-* described on the 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arauments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thFust of the princT P 7arguments mlde to the 
d X 6 a c m r!h er ,h an bC Unders | 00d J" context ° f *PP'i««°n file. Of course, the applicant ma? S^S^V 
descr.be those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner) zeanaruily 

b) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

?) l^xaminlr 9e " eral °' * *" ^ a ' r6ady described in the lnterview Summar V spieled by 

accurate, 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement'SbuleShrmtTef'tf ^o^J/r^ TT Sh ° M S6nd 3 ' ettef settin 9 forth the ^ 
paper recoSgT «"~ «* Record OK" on the 
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Continuation Sheet (PTO-413) Application No. 09/880,876 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

Discussed the prior art rejection, in light of a Rule 132 declaration by Mr. Hirano of 2/26/03. The Examiner agreed that 
the declaration shows criticality for the claimed subject matter over the showing of JP'528. Subject to an update of the 
prior art search, the Examiner agreed that Claim 1 is allowable, and that if allowed, Claims 4, 8, 9 and 10 will be 
rejoined. Applicant also agreed to a revised title as previously suggested, and modification of the abstract to create 
only one paragraph. An amendment to Claim 6 was also discussed, making it dependent from Claim 1 . However, the 
Examiner indicated the claim would require more careful consideration in regards both to patentability and whether it 
could be rejoined. 
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